










Mr. Johnson asked Ms. Stremcha for an explanation regarding the Department's priority ranking system, having noted that an
explanation could benefit the newer Board members. Ms. Stremcha explained that the ranking system was based on risk. For
example, releases ranked at a one (1) to a one-point-four (1.4) were investigations. Releases priority could also be two (2),
three (3), four (4), or five (5). This could include cleanup to groundwater or compliance monitoring at four (4), with five (5)
being a site that was being considered for closure. Rankings were assigned based on risk and the type of work that was being
conducted on a site at the time.

Mr. Johnson asked if this meant that a release ranked at one (1) was a high priority. Ms. Stremcha explained that a release
ranked with a one (1) was a high priority, however it depended it depended on its ranking within that category. One-point-one
(1.1) was an emergency response, while a one-point-four (1.4) (the rank assigned to most new releases) was that the release
needed additional investigation work.

Mr. Monahan asked what a priority level of two (2) represented. Ms. Stremcha answered that she was unsure as she did not
have the ranking chart in front of her at the moment. However, she stated that she believed it represented a site needing
cleanup, but there was no threat to sensitive receptors. She added that a document that explained priority rankings was
available on the Department's webpage, (Montana Priority Ranking Guidance for Petroleum Tank Releases).

Public Forum

Mr. Monahan asked if there were any comments for the public forum portion of this meeting.

Brad Longcake, Executive Director, Petroleum Marketers Association addressed the Board.

Mr. Longcake: Okay. I just wanted to take a quick moment to thank the PTRCB staff, Terry, Garnet, also members from DEQ
- Maria, Brett, Emily, and Neil - they all participated in our Petroleum Marketer's Convention last week. I think it was a huge
success and having an opportunity to get a number of interested individuals together. Again, I think someone had mentioned
we were able to get the MUST News brought up again where it's an opt-in versus an opt-out. I think it's just a great
opportunity to put a name to a face and try to figure out ways where we can, you know, can continue that connectivity across
all the different aspects within DEQ, the owner-operators, and the PTRCB. So, I just wanted to give everybody a quick shout-
out and a thank you for participating, and I look forward to continuing our actions not only with this group, but our work
groups and continuing the ways to, you know, build those relationships moving forward. So, with that, that's all I have, but
again, just a big thank you to everybody for participating. We can't do these things without you, so thank you again.

Mr. Monahan: Thank you Mr. Longcake. Any other comments for the public forum? I would second Brad's comments about
the meetings in Fairmont last week. It was great to get to meet everyone and get to, like Brad had said, again, put faces with
names and just chat informally and realize that we all have the same goal in mind here. We just need to make sure we work on
it together. So, any other comments on the public forum? Hearing none.
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The next Board Meeting is scheduled for August 22, 2022.

The meeting adjourned at 10:51 a.m.
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Signature - Presiding Officer
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